IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT L ey

f
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Y 7e ’[\/v
ivddy [s) ;“!3 ]
SEDE D Snvin o
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Us "«hf'—“?‘j‘{’?gﬁgbﬁr
- Vi i

Plaintiff,
V. No. 86-CR-86-B°

HAROLD EUGENE DUNHAM,

Defendant

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court on defendant Harold
Eugene Dunham's motion for reduction of sentence pursuant to
Fed.R.Crim.P. 35(b). On September 18, 1986, this Court sentenced
the defendant to four years imprisonment on Count 11 of the
indictment and suspended imposition of sentence on Counts 12
through 17 and placed the defendant on probation for a period of
five years as to each count to run concurrent. In addition, the
defendant was ordered to make restitution in the amount of
$569,384.49. The Court has reviewed the defendant's timely filed
Rule 35(b) motion and the briefs and subporting documents and
finds as follows.

The Court has reviewed in some detail the sentence given
defendant Dunham in this case and the reasons therefor. In
addition, the Court has reviewed the letter from ’the defendant’'s
wife of October 27, 1986, as well as the letter regarding
potential future employment and the resolution of the Adair State
Bank urging reconsideration of the sentence. The Court concludes

that pursuant to Fed.R.Crim.P. 35, the sentence of defendant,



Harold Eugene Dunham, should be reduced from forty-eight (48)

months to thirty (30) months. .
Ztc

IT IS SO ORDERED this _;;Zé ~day of November, 1986.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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PLEA X1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L_INOLO CONTENDERE, L _INOQTGUILTY
. there is a factual basis for the plea, byt % tog
—= {0 LA
ﬂl iy (3% ] iﬂmvtr :
—, . e &3
L___I NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged ~—iEr pEea
There being a findingjyesdigt of Sl .;-m-;..fy
o X IGUILTY. o 2R & Lt
Defendant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) °fhaving violated Tit 526, U.S.C.,
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. \ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced. Because no sufficient cause to the contrary
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- ORDER |- Defendant is placed on probation for a period of
Three (3) years and a Special Assessment of $60.00
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ADDITIONAL in addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general-conditions of probation set out on the
reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and

CONDITION
oF - at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurring during the prabation period. :
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COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ¥OR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .' J L E D
A TN SOIRT
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, [ﬁav‘i ]985
Plaintiff, - S
vs. U. o cish |

CHARLES E. HILLHOUSE,

St el et et Nt Vot ot Nt

Defendant. No. 86-CR-149-B

MOTION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby moves
to dismiss with prejudice Counts One, Two, and Four of the

Indictment against CHARLES E. HILLHOUSE, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

S Y

Assistant United States ALtorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the
foregoing motion to dismiss and the Court hereby orders dismissal

of the requested Counts of the Indictment.

United States District Judge

Date:
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CONDITIONS reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and
: OF at any time during the probation period or within a maximum probation period of five years permitted by law, may issue a warrant and
PROBATION revoke probation for a violation occurring during the probation period.

o . LThe court orders commitment to the custody of the Attorney General and recommends, It is ordered that the Clerk deliver
COMMITMENT a certified copy of this judgment
RECOMMEN- proved as to form: _ and commitment to the U.S. Mar-
" DATION shat or other qualified officer.
L ?a: iy Z / %c f: zzi | CERTIFIED AS A TRUE COPY.ON
—
SIGNEDSY  Frank H, McCarth misoate £ /-45 -7k

Ig‘_J us. m&ﬂ%.‘bﬁtant .8S.At raey . -
= ay— (4 4 L
Lt u.s. Magistrate W% 1 5

7 ( u;}tm .
TBOMAS R, BRETT Oate —llmdEmBo— { “DEPUTY



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THOMAS JOSEPH GABRIEL,

Defendant.

~1LETD
N DTN s T

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) o

) auY 2 1586

Plaintiff, )

; I 4
vVs. N

) U, o ol

)

)

)

No. 86-CR-137-B

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts Two through Twelve of
the Indictment in this case, filed September 4, 1986, against

THOMAS JOSEPH GABRIEL, defendant.

Asslilstant Uni%gd States Attorney

A 2/

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date:



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT S »T;&
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ST

semad My Eean
Uy Lo houd
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

TR WERECTAY I ol i Ry
e SR LJLLJ'.I\

g, st SOURl

Plaintiff,
V. NO. 86-CR-19-BT

STEPHEN JAY SONGER,

B

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

An order of bond forfeiture was entered September 22, 1986,
for failure of the defendant Stephen Jay Songer to appear for
jury trial. In addition, the defendant Stephen Jay Songer has
made no appearance herein since the scheduled trial date. Pur-
suant to the Court's previous order, judgment is hereby entered
in favor of the Government cn said bond in the amount of Two
Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000.00), plus interest earned
from the date of forfeiture on said sum as invested by the Clerk
of the court.

As for pre-judgment interest in thé sum of approximately
$3,250.00 earned on the $200,000.00 cash bond filed with the
Clerk, said sum will be disbursed to counsel for defendant
Stephen Jay Songer if appropriate supported defense claims are
filed with the Court within 15 days from this date (as stated
by the Court during trial). In the event that the costs are not

approved by the Court, any remaining sums will be paid pro rata



to the persons that advanced the cash bond on behalf of the

defendant.

IT IS SO CORDERED this élfé/’day of November, 1986.

=

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ‘i*

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

RHONDA EVERETT,

Defendant,

|y
i

‘
B

i L

T Y C _)Ui'_T

NOV 2 4 1386

' n‘r‘_‘)'l'

[V L]

C. Siwer, Ciark
™

LN N T I S e

No. 86-CR-121~E

MOTION AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48({a)
Procedure, and by leave of court
States Attorney for the Northern

to dismiss with prejudice Counts

of the PFederal Rules of Criminal
endorsed hereon, the United
District of Oklahoma hereby moves

Two through Five of the

Indictment against RHONDA EVERETT, defendant.

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

. ;‘ . % i ,’/ . .
AeArtene . L » ,l%?c;t(fk_

Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the

foregoing motion to dismiss and the Court hereby orders dismissal

of the requested Counts of the Indictment.

Date: Q%ﬁﬁjﬂfﬂr
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

SI1LE &
IN QPEN COURT

NOV 2 4 1986

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vS. Jack C. Siwver, Tiark
J. SO DISTRILT oUar
YOLANDA PIZANA, S

B e T S

Defendant. No. 86-CR-96-E

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss Count One of the Indictment in this case, filed

June 30, 1986, against YOLANDA PIZANA, defendant.

@M T (Sobizr

Assistant United States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED,

Date: November 24, 1986
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FILED

IN OPEN COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
) ol ) d3 ene
Plaintiff, ) fe8Y 1 €1 198G
)
vS. 7 ) | Jack C. Silver, Clerk
: - y o - U.S. DISTRICT GOURT
SAMI TAHSIN MARMASH, )
, _ e )
)

Deféndant . No. 86-CR-114-C

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL.

Pursuant.to Rule 48(ai of the Federél Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and’ by 1eave of court’ endorsed hereon,.the Unlted
States Attorney for the Northern Dlstrlct of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts One and Two, only, of
the Indictment in this case, filed August 6, 1986, against

SAMI TAHSIN MARMASH, defendant.

Assistant United States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

. DALE COOK, CHIEF
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: November 19, 1986
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Hawever the court advised defendant of right to counsel and asked whether defendant desired to have
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' xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
“ENTEHCE
] [ Counts 1 & 4 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and Defendant is
:Mmmnnf placed on probation for a period of Four (4) years
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: Special Assessment as to each count.
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- __J Kenneth P. Snoke, AUSA
SIGNED BY )
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE - § i = 1
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 3 Ll e
OV 19 1986
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 7 1986 1)“-0
Plaintiff, Jaci . .
U be '_}!DTSJ

vs.
ADNAN AHMED ABDERRAZAQ,

Defendant. No. 86-CR-115-B J/

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts Two, Three, Five, Six,
Seven, and Eight. only, of the Indictment in this case, filed

August 6, 1986, against ADNAN AHMED ABDERRAZAQ, defendant.

Assistant United States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED,

- pd

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

j 7

Date: November 18, 1986
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE = . sy
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - ;ijf i;

HAY 1t amne
i L

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vS.

RECHUNDA KAYE HALL,

Tt et Ve Ve S e Yt st Nt

Defendant.

No. 82—CR—I34~# LB

ORDER REVOKING PROBATION

Now, on this 5th day of November, 1986, this cause comes
on for hearing before the undersigned judge of the District Court,
upon the Petition for Probation Action previously filed herein on
October 27, 1986. The United States is represented by Ben F.
Baker, Assistant United States Attorney, and defendant is present
in person and by counsel, Susan Otto.

Heretofore, on January 6, 1983, the defendant was
convicted on her plea of guilty to forgery of a U.S. Treasury
check, in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 495.
She was thereafter, on February 7, 1983, sentenced to four years
probation under the terms of the Youth Corrections Act.

The U.S. Probation Office for this Court seeks
revocation of this probation on grounds contained in its Petition
of October 27, 1986, in which it is alleged that defendant's drug
testing showed the use of two controlled drugs on October 2, 1986,
and also that the defendant had failed on three occasions to

report to the probation officer when so ordered.




A preliminary hearing on the Petition was conducted by
the U.S. Magistrate for this district on October 29, 1986,
following which defendant was ordered detained for this District
Court hearing this date.

Defense counsel confesses the allegations of the
Petition, and defendant, upon questioning by the Court, does
likewise.

The court, after examining the pleadings on file, and
having heard the report of the probation officer, and the
statement of the defendant and her attorney, finds that the
probationary sentence should be, and the same is hereby vacated
and set aside. The Court finds that defendant should not be
sentenced under the provisions of the Youth Corrections Act, but
is sentence to a term of six months in the custody of the Attorney
General.

The Court recommends confinement of the defendant at the
Federal Correctional Institution, Fort Worth, Texas, for
enrollment in the drug rehabilitation program.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified
copy of this Order to the U.S. Marshal for this district to serve
as the commitment of the defandant.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this 5th day of November,

1986.
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XX GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that . L__iNolo contenpere, L___inoT 80 i 0 7986
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LI NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged DIS TRICT
- | There being a finding/vertexsf . M LC
e L LR GUILTY. ARIYT 1§ oo < N
FNDING & Defendant has been convicted as charged of the oﬁ?ense{s) of having violated Title ; 21 “U.s.c. ,

> Sections 963, 846, 952(a), 960(a).(1) and 843(b), as charged in Counts
WOGMENT [ 1,2,9 and 17 of the Indictment; Titlé 18 U.S.C., Sections 2, 1952
B and 2314 - as chax._‘ged in Counts 9 26 and 30 of the ;mdj.ct;ment.

R R re. Ml AT
\ The court asked whether defendant had anything to say why judgment should not be pronounced Because no sufflcuent cause to the contrary
was shown, or appeared to the court, the court adjudged the defendant guilty as charged and convicted and ordered that The defendant is
hereby commntted to the custody of the Attorney General or-his authorized representative forimprisoneént for a“p’e‘rrod of ¢

SE";:"“E Count™ - Three (3) years & $50.00 Special. Assessmant. . uis
PROBATION ~ Count 2.% Three (3) years & $50.00 Special Assessment to run
ORDER - concurrent with Count 1. LR EgIe s 2 A el
- Count 9 - Three (3) years & $50.00 Special Assessment to run consurrent
| B myisny, . Whth Count 1 and-a Four (4) year Special Parole. 'I‘em.
Count 117- Three ,(3) years & $50.00 Special-Assessment to run :
consurrent with Count 1.

SPECIAL Count 26 - Three (3) years & $50.00 Speclial Assessment to run

CONDITIONS concurrent with Count 1. -
Pno::mn Count 31 - Three (3) years & $50.00 Special Assessment to run concurrent

e -with-Count-1l -and Defendant to make restitution in the
amount of $6,224.60.

The Court recommends that the Defendlant be considered for placement
“3h-#n institution close to Mlami, Florida.

ADDITIONAL In addition to the special conditions of probation imposed above, it is hereby ordered that the general conditions of probation set out on the
CONDITIONS ] - reverse side of this judgment be imposed. The Court may change the conditions of probation, reduce or extend the period of probation, and -
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COMMITMENT a certified copy Of ﬂ'lls pudgment
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_— Catherfne J. /Hariﬁ.n, AUSA A
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE F 1L ED
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA IN CPEN couRT

,t\@ NOV 1) 1986

Jack C, Sitver, Clerk
U. 8. DISTRICT ¢+ -

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

hay e .
Yo

CLAUDE PIERRE EMILE DENIS,
a/k/a "Big Boy",
a/k/a "Fat Boy",

Nt et N Vet ot Vol ot Nt Sttt S Vgt

Defendant. No. 86-CR—-48-B “/

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts Five and Thirty of the

Indictment in this case, filed May 7, 1986, against CLAUDE PIERRE

Assistant Unite?yStates Attorney

EMILE DENIS, defendant.

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

THOMAS R. BRETT 4
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Msvembay 70
Date: Qeobobex 27, 1986

fi2-




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE A R
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA SRR,
."!‘?:‘,J -_7 T
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ro
RPN Coalyre
i s
Plaintiff, Y2 LIS RIST O

vS.

DON E. W. JENKINS,
a/k/a Don E. Jenkins,

i T g e i S L g

Defendant. No. 86-CR-134-B

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts One and Two of the
Indictment in this case, filed September 4, 1986, against

DON E. W. JENKINS, a/k/a Don E. Jenkins, defendant.

Assistant United States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.
ﬁ,@%a
0 WAGNFR

JOHN-LE ‘
UNJTED STATES DISTRICT MAGILSTRATE

Date: ))-7-§(
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERM DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 3 T ~ ™I
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, T
Plaintiff, Jore Tonld

VS. %kf&: i

KENDRA RYAN CAMP,

e S St St Nttt St e
4

Defendant. No. 83-CR-113-C __—

ORDER REVOKING PROBATION

NOW on this 16th day of September, 1986, this cause
comes on for hearing before the undersigned Chief Judge of the
United States District Court for the Noxrthern District of
Oklahoma, upon the Petition for Probation Action, previously
filed herein on February 20, 1986. The United States is repre-
sented by Jack Morgan, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
defendant is present in person and represented by counsel Mack
Braly.

Heretofore, on January 28, 1983, the defendant entered
a guilty plea to counts One and Four of the Indictment in the
above-captioned case, charging conspiracy and making false
representations in bank loan applications. Thereafter, on
January 31, 1984, the defendant was sentenced to the custody of
the Attorney General for 13 months on count One, and on count
Two, imposition of sentence was suspended and defendant was
placed on probation for four years.

The U.S. Probation Office for this Court seeks revoca-
tion of the probation aranted in count Two, as noted above, on

the grounds contained in its Amended Petition, filed August 25,




-
»
&

1986, in which it is alleged that the probationer moved from her
address in Woodland Hills, California, without notifying her
probation officer; that the probationer failed to report to the
probation officer as directed for the months of October 1985
through July 1986; and that on June 27, 1986, the probation
officer was advised that the probationer was in Dublin, Ireland,
without the permiséion of the Court or the probation office and
was under investigation by the Dublin drug squad.

On August 25, 1986, a preliminary hearing was held
before the U.S. Magistrate for this district, following which the
defendant was ordered detained for a district court hearing, held
this date. Defense counsel has waived any additional preparation
time on the Amended Petition for Probation Action, of August 25,
1986 or on the charges contained therein, and has admitted the
allegations of the Amended Petition. Defendant, upon questioning
by the Court, likewise waives any additional preparation time and
confesses said allegations.

The Court, having read the petition, and having heard
the admissions of the allegations by defendant and her counsel,
and being fully advised in the premises, finds that the
defendant's probationary sentence should be, and the same is,
hereby revoked.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the order of probation of
the defendant as to count Two of the above-captioned case is
vacated, and set aside, and the defendant is sentenced to the

custody of the Attorney General for one year.




-

IT IS FURTHER OFDERED, that the Clerk of this Court
deliver a certified copy ©f this Order to the U.S. Marshal for
this district to serve as the commitment of the defendant.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma, this 25 day of

WMW , 1986.

H. DALE COOK, CHIEF
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 7 ~ ER
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .. P -4 e

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

}
)
Plaintiff, ) _
) o
vs. ) PR - -
)
RONALD EDWIN CAMP, )
)
Defendant. ) No. 83-CR~113-C
e

ORDER REVQOKING PROBATION

NOW on this 16th day of September, 1986, this cause
comes on for hearing before the undersigned Chief Judge of the
United States District Court for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, upon the Petition for Probation Action, previously
filed herein on February 20, 1986. The United States is repre-
sented by Jack Morgan, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
defendant is present in person and represented by counsel Susan
Otto, Deputy Federal Public Defender.

Heretofore, on January 28, 1983, the defendant entered
a guilty plea to counts One and Four of the Indictment in the
above-captioned case, charging conspiracy and making false
representations in bank loan applications. Thereafter, on
January 31, 1984, the defendant was sentenced to the custody of
the Attorney General for 13 months on count One, and on count
Two, imposition of sentence was suspended and defendant was
placed on probation for four years.

The U.S. Probation Office for this Court seeks revoca-

tion of the probation granted in count Two, as noted above, on




the grounds contained in its Amended Petition, filed August 25,
1986, in which it is alleged that the probationer was arrested
for a misdemeanor shop-lifting charge in Los Angeles, California,
on May 28, 1985, and admitted committing the offense to his
probation officer; that on or about October 3, 1985, the defendant
moved from his address in Woodland Hills, California, without
notifying his probation officer; that the probationer failed to
report to the probation officer as directed for the months of
October 1985 through July 1986; and that on June 27, 1986, the
probation officer was advised that the probationer was in Dublin,
Ireland, without the permission of the Court or the probation
office and was under investigation by the Dublin drug squad.

On August 25, 1986, a preliminary hearing was held
before the U.S. Magistrate for this district, following which the
defendant was ordered detained for a district court hearing, held
this date. Defense counsel has waived any additional preparation
time on the Amended Petition for Probation Action, of August 25,
1986 or on the charges contained therein, and has admitted the
allegations of the Amended Petition. Defendant, upon questioning
by the Court, likewise waives any additional preparation time and
confesses said allegations.

The Court, having read the petition, and having heard
the admissions of the allegations by defendant and his counsel,
and being fully advised in the premises, finds that the
defendant's probationary sentence should be, and the same is,

hereby revoked.




IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the order of probation of
the defendant as to count Two of the above-captioned case is
vacated, and set aside, and the defendant is sentenced to the
custody of the Attorney General for two years.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the Clerk of this Court
deliver a certified copy of this Order to the U.S. Marshal for
this district to serve as the commitment of the defendant.

DATED at Tulsa, Cklahoma, this _;Zi_ day of

. 1986.

.

« DALE'C '
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vSs.

GEORGE LEE BRICE,

R N T i

Defendant. No. 86-CR-112-08-C

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48{(a) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon,
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma
hereby moves to dismiss, with prejudice, Counts Eight and Nine
of the Indictment filed August 6, 1986, against the defendant

George Lee Brice, only.

DAV ID—f . ONMEILTA
Assistant United States Attorney

Leave of court is granted for the filing of the foregoing
dismissal.

-1 mare cO0K
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date:
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there is a factual basis for the plea,
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L___1 MOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged U.S. DISTRICT COURT
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Indictment.
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Count 25 - Two (2) years and a $50.00 Special Assessment.

Count 6 - Imposition of sentence is suspended and the Defendant is
placed on probation for a period of Three (3) years to

commence upon completion of sentence imposed in Count 25
and a $50.00 Special Assessment.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant make restitution in the
amount of $6,224.60 as directed by the U.S. Probation Office.

Execution of sentence is deferred until 11:00 a.m. on November 28,
1986, at which time the Defendant is to present himself to the
designated institution. U.S. Marshal to advise.
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; L Ihe mretene ol N T TGT T guve e e AT YEAR I
o defendant opeared 1 sorson on dhis deate ; 11 04 B6 J
COUMSEL L PWITHOUT COUMSEL tawver the couwrt adviced defendant of right to counsel and asked whether darandarg uwf-‘d to hawe
counsel appomied by the court and the < tofendant thereupon waived assistance of F'melI L
XX, witncounsel i Paul D. Brunton, Appointed Counsel _ .. o
{rame of Lounsel) NOV 4 1986
PLEA L 1 GUILTY, and the court being satisfied that L 1NOLC CONTENDERE, X INOTGUILTY
there is a factual basis for the plea, 'JCk C. Silver €«
U.S. DISTICT 280
{ | XX NOT GUILTY. Defendant is discharged & Counts 1 thru 57 & 65
There being a fiXXa¢/ verdict of i are dismissed.
{ L XX cuity, as to Count 58.
& Defandant has been convicted as charged of the offense(s) of having violated Title 18, U.S.C.,
FINDING

Section 286 as charged in Count 58 of the Indictment.

JUDGMENT Defendant is not guilty upon a finding of not guilty by the Court
of the offenses charged in Counts 1 thru 57 & 65 of the Indictment.
A Mistrial is ordered as to Counts 59 thru 63 of the Indictment.
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i » " o , efendant iy
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o | Count 58 - Three (3) years and a $50.00 Special Assessment.
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?ﬁfgfﬁi IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant make restitution in the amount
- of $206.30.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE o f*‘w
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA VSQE T ij

NOV -4 1886

¢.SILYER, CLERK
ﬁ.SﬁDSSTR!CT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
VS.

CYNTHIA R. McGEE,

Tl Vet e N s Tamal® st t® St

Defendant. No. 86-CR-162-BT

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 48(a) of the Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure, and by leave of court endorsed hereon, the United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma hereby
moves to dismiss, without prejudice, the Indictment in this case,

filed October 8, 1986, against Cynthia R. McGee, defendant.

@m&%

Assistant Unifed States Attorney

Good cause appearing, it is so ORDERED.

S/ THOMAS R. BRelT
THOMAS K BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

Date: November 4, 198¢
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